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year, we all have an obligation to con-
sider reforms that both further edu-
cation policy, and also maintain con-
sistency with our constitutional du-
ties.

The Federal Government began its
interference, if you will, in education
through land grants, and over time has
transformed into a bureaucracy that
we see today. I would like to highlight
some of the serious flaws in this tan-
gled web we have weaved and pose a
question to my colleagues and our con-
stituents as well. Are we better off
today with the Federal Government’s
involvement in education as it has
been over the years?

Since 1965, American taxpayers have
invested more than $778 billion on Fed-
eral programs for elementary and sec-
ondary education. The GAO, the Gov-
ernment Accountability Office, re-
ported in 1994 that 13,400 Federally
funded full-time employees in State
education agencies work to implement
Federal education programs. That is
three times the number then working
at the Department of Education.

The same report found that state
education agencies are forced to re-
serve a far greater share of Federal and
State funds for State-level use by a
ratio of 4-1, due to the administrative
and regulatory burden of Federal pro-
grams. And because it cost so much to
allocate a Federal dollar than a State
dollar, 41 percent of financial support
and staffing of State education agen-
cies was a product of Federal dollars
and regulations. In other words, the
Federal Government was the cause of
41 percent of the administrative burden
at the State level, despite providing
just 7 percent of overall education
funding.

Again, according to the GAO, the
testing requirements alone for No
Child Left Behind will cost the States
about $1.9 billion between 2002 and 2008.
And that is if the State uses only mul-
tiple choice questions that can be
scored in machines, as opposed to es-
says and what have you.

According to the Office of Manage-
ment and Budget, No Child Left Behind
increased State and local governments’
annual paperwork burden by 6,680,334
hours at an estimated cost of $141 mil-
lion. So while No Child Left Behind ad-
vertises that it helps to attract and
maintain highly qualified teachers,
some States, in fact, have now re-
sponded to it by actually lowering
their testing requirements for new
teachers.

Since the law enactment, Pennsyl-
vania has dropped its testing after find-
ing that too many middle school teach-
ers had failed the test. In Maryland,
New Hampshire and Virginia, they
have made their basic skills test for
teachers easier to pass now than before
we had No Child Left Behind.

In Florida, Georgia, Illinois, Mis-
souri, Nevada and West Virginia, they,
too, have lowered their requirements
for teachers trained out of state. So
what is happening is as State officials
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become more familiar with the No
Child Left Behind statute and with
U.S. Department of Education’s inter-
pretation of it, more States have
rushed to lower their own standards.
So by September 2004, 47 States had
filed requests with the U.S. Depart-
ment of Education to approve changes
to their No Child Left Behind plans
that would, in many cases, make it
easier for them to show adequate year-
ly progress than before.

Now, to address all this, in the near
future, I will come back to the floor as
I will be introducing legislation that
will immediately cut both the financial
and the regulatory strings between the
Federal Government and the States
that choose to opt out and relieve the
Federal education system.

How it will work is this: Under my
proposal, States that elect to opt out
of the Federal education funding sys-
tem would be eligible to keep their own
money, keep it in their own States
through a mechanism, a Federal tax
credit. It would be a refundable Federal
tax credit, and it would be available to
all the residents in that State that
chose to opt out. Therefore, what we
have here is not only would that State
free itself up from the education regu-
lations and all the costs I have just
laid out here, but by taking this deduc-
tion, those residents in those States
won’t have to be taking money out of
their pocket, sending it to Washington,
Washington handling it for a while, and
some of it coming back to their States.
In effect, what will happen is you will
not have to send your money to Wash-
ington at all.

But the bottom line is this: We
should not waste this unique oppor-
tunity that we have now, now that No
Child Left Behind is coming up for re-
authorization. We should use this as an
opportunity to return sovereignty back
to the States, and most importantly,
back to the parents themselves.

So Mr. Speaker, I will close on this
to say I look forward to the time when
all education decisions are returned
back to the States, to the legislatures,
to the local school board, and most im-
portantly, to the parents themselves.

———

SUPPORT THE CONGRESSIONAL
BLACK CAUCUS BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Virginia (Mr. SCOTT) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. SCOTT of Georgia. Mr. Speaker,
the Congressional Black Caucus is of-
fering a budget to help us get out of
the financial mess that we’re in. We
have seen this chart before, it shows
the deficit over the years, how in 1993
we started to eliminate the deficit, ran
the budget up to a surplus, creating a
10-year budget of over $5.5 trillion. The
policies that have now gotten us into a
mess have changed that $5.5 trillion
surplus into an almost $3 trillion def-
icit, a swing of $8.5 trillion.

The first thing the Black Congres-
sional Caucus budget does is to repeal
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the policies that got us into this mess
by rolling back the 2001 and 2003 tax
cuts for that portion of a person’s
household income over $200,000. By roll-
ing back the brackets for the first two
brackets and eliminating the tax cuts
for capital gains and dividends, pri-
marily for that portion of the house-
hold income over $200,000. People will
say it is a big tax cut. So what. Those
policies got us in the ditch. We are re-
pealing those policies to get out of the
ditch.

Now what does that do to the budget?
The Congressional Black Caucus deficit
is better every year than the Presi-
dent’s budget. The President’s budget
is in red, the Democratic alternative is
in blue. The Congressional Black Cau-
cus beats both of them every year, ex-
cept the last year, we only had a $141
billion surplus in the last year, the
Democratic budget has $153 billion, but
of course, the President’s budget is
still in the ditch. We have significantly
reduced the deficit $339 billion better
bottom 1line cumulatively than the
President.

We also save interest. By reducing
the deficit, we save interest. Every
year, we have saved more and more in-
terest. $27 billion less interest paid
over 5 years than the President’s budg-
et. In fact, $18 billion more than the
Democratic alternative.

We have also addressed our priorities
with the money left over. After we
have reduced the deficit and reduced
the amount of interest, we have also
made important investments. SCHIP,
$66 billion more in health care than the
Democratic budget, over $100 billion
more than the President. We can fund
health care for each and every child in
America.

No Child Left Behind. We are funding
over $1568 billion more in education and
training than the President. We have
honored our veterans by spending $42
billion more than the President’s budg-
et. We have attacked fraud, waste and
abuse in the Democratic budget. We
have made communities more secure
with investments in juvenile justice,
gang prevention, prison re-entry. We
have provided community support
through community development block
grants in nutrition and housing. We
have contributed to diplomacy by
fighting global AIDS, child survival.
We have spent significantly more in
these priorities, Mr. Speaker, than
both the Democratic alternative and
certainly the President’s budget.

The Congressional Black Caucus re-
peals the policy that put us into a
mess. We address important priorities
that are so important, and we have a
much more fiscally responsible budget.

We would ask the House to adopt the
Congressional Black Caucus budget
that gets us out of the mess and puts
on the right track.

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from North Carolina (Mr.
MCHENRY) is recognized for 5 minutes.
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(Mr. MCHENRY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

CONGRESSIONAL BLACK CAUCUS
ALTERNATIVE FISCAL YEAR 08
BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from the Virgin Islands (Mrs.
CHRISTENSEN) is recognized for 5 min-
utes.

Mrs. CHRISTENSEN. Mr. Speaker,
today I rise as the Health Chair of the
Congressional Black Caucus to express
my strong support for the Congres-
sional Black Caucus’ alternative fiscal
year ‘08 budget and to urge its passage.

I want to begin by applauding our
leadership, our chairwoman, CAROLYN
KILPATRICK, and the person who headed
up our Budget Task Force for his hard
work, skill, leadership and commit-
ment to justice it represents, Congress-
man BOBBY SCOTT.

This is a smart and responsible budg-
et that is as fiscally sound as it is con-
gruent to the needs, hopes and aspira-
tions not only of African Americans,
but of all Americans.

This budget uses the Democratic
budget, a good budget itself, as a start-
ing point and takes a step further by
putting $112 billion more in education,
training, employment and social serv-
ices; $9 billion more in veterans bene-
fits and services; $8 billion more in
homeland security. And over a b-year
period, it spends more than $101 billion
on health care. It does all of this and
more while balancing the budget in
2012 and creating $141 billion surplus,
beginning to reduce the burden that
the Republican spending spree would
have placed on future generations.

Four years ago, the current adminis-
tration began taking us down the slip-
pery slope of huge deficits and unprece-
dented debt by giving tax cuts to the
wealthiest Americans instead of using
that money to strengthen our country
by investing in the American people.
This budget rescinds some of those tax
cuts and incentives, including the tax
cuts to the top two tiers of income, tax
cuts that this country could not afford
then and cannot afford today.

By rescinding those tax cuts, which
is where our budget departs from the
Democratic base budget, we begin now
to correct the wrong that was per-
petrated particularly on the poor and
middle class, and we put the interests
of the majority of this Nation’s hard-
working families at the forefront of our
spending priorities, and Mr. Speaker, it
is about time.

While this is true across every line
item, it is especially true as it relates
to spending on health and health care.
As I have previously observed and stat-
ed on the RECORD, the President’s fis-
cal year 2008 budget proposes to elimi-
nate, cut or flat fund every single pro-
gram that is critical to reducing health
disparities or to strengthening the
health and wellness of African Ameri-
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cans and other people of color across
this Nation.

The Democratic budget, for which I
applaud Chairman JOHN SPRATT, does
much to restore these programs, at
least in part. But the health deficit of
African Americans and other people of
color, of the poor and rural Americans
requires a major investment to reverse
the severely adverse impact of long-
term neglect, neglect which is not only
causing excess deaths, but driving up
the cost of health care and under-
mining the quality of care for all
Americans.

And so, Mr. Speaker, the CBC alter-
native budget uses the additional fund-
ing stream from the funds we put back
into the budget to maintain, create or
expand programs that are proven to re-
duce racial and ethnic health dispari-
ties that have left more people of color
in poorer health, without access to ade-
quate health care, and more likely to
die prematurely from preventable
causes often during their most produc-
tive years for far too long.

Programs like Healthy Start, nurse
education and other health profession
programs, the Ryan-White Care Act,
Health Careers Opportunity programs,
Gulf Coast Health Infrastructure, Ma-
ternal and Child Health get the funding
they need. And NIH and community
health centers get an additional in-
crease as well.

Most importantly, we create a health
equity fund to fund prevention pro-
grams that pay for themselves and cre-
ate value, and which make that invest-
ment to fill in the gaps in health care
in poor and rural communities and
communities of color, and to improve
the health status of all Americans.
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The CBC budget through its invest-
ment in education, economic oppor-
tunity, housing, and all of the social
determinants of health provide that
kind of holistic approach to our com-
munities and our Nation’s well-being
that had been missing and for which we
are all, but especially people of color,
paying the price.

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Martin Luther King
once said that the moral arc of the uni-
verse bends at the elbow of justice. The
CBC resets the moral compass of our
Nation, and the CBC sits at the elbow
of justice. And by supporting the CBC
budget we not only will be cham-
pioning justice and equity in health
care but in all social, public and eco-
nomic policies and programs that cur-
rently fail far too many of our Nation’s
citizens and which have thus created
two Americas separated by a wide and
deep chasm of inequality.

Mr. Speaker, Dr. Martin Luther King
also said that the time is always right
to do what is right. Well, that time is
now, and doing what is right is passing
the CBC alternative budget. I urge all
of my colleagues on both sides of the
aisle to vote for this well-constructed,
sound budget that sets a new direction
for this country not just for today but
for tomorrow.
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The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
POMEROY). Under a previous order of
the House, the gentleman from Texas
(Mr. POE) is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. POE addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extensions of Remarks.)

———

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Minnesota (Mr. ELLISON)
is recognized for 5 minutes.

(Mr. ELLISON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.)

———

CBC BUDGET

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from California (Ms. WATERS) is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. WATERS. I would like to begin
by congratulating Congresswoman
CAROLYN KILPATRICK, the Chair of the
Congressional Black Caucus, and Con-
gressman BOBBY ScOTT, Chair of the
CBC Budget Task Force, for their lead-
ership in developing the CBC budget.

I strongly support the CBC budget
because it provides sufficient funding
for critical domestic priorities such as
health care, education, and community
development. For example, the CBC
budget spends $112 billion more than
the Budget Committee’s budget and
$158 billion more than the President’s
budget on education, training, employ-
ment, and social services. Yet the CBC
budget still eliminates the deficit by
2012.

As the Chair of the Subcommittee on
Housing and Community Opportunity,
I am deeply concerned about the need
for affordable housing in America. The
CBC budget recognizes that affordable
housing is all but out of reach for
many Americans. Just imagine, the
2006 average minimum wage required
to rent affordable housing is $16.31 an
hour, more than three times the Fed-
eral minimum wage of $5.15 an hour,
putting most housing out of reach for
many American families.

Approximately 6 million persons in
this country are very needy, paying
more than 50 percent of their income
for housing. This is a real threat to
families trying to educate their chil-
dren and make ends meet. Affordable
rental housing is critical to commu-
nities across this Nation. Public hous-
ing is still part of the solution, commu-
nity development programs are part of
the solution, and the renewal of the
section 8 voucher and many other
housing programs is part of the solu-
tion.

The President’s fiscal year 2008 budg-
et request would cut overall net fund-
ing for public housing by $477 million,
from $6.4 billion to $5.9 billion, a cut of
7 percent. While the budget increases
the operating fund by $136 million, pub-
lic housing authorities are estimated
to receive only 80 percent of their total
operating expenses. The budget de-
creases the capital fund used to repair
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